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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The following title is suggested: System and Method for the delivery of user 
requested information between a Service Center, a Local Transfer Station and a 
Terminal Device. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 4 recites the 
limitation "the communicative coupling" in Line 1. Claim 2 does not recite 
communicative coupling, Claim 3 does recite the coupling. It is assumed that Claim 4 
depends from Claim 3. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 1, 2, 3, 9, 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Jones et al (US 6,697,944 and hereafter referred to as "Jones"). 

Regarding Claim 1, Jones discloses a method for distributing data over a 
network, comprising providing kiosks or local transfer stations configured to receive data 
from a digital content provider or remote storage device (Column 1 1 , lines 47-50, 
Column 8, lines 17-27) and output the data to a consumer's portable device or terminal 
device (Figure 4, 66), which comprises a storage for storing the data and information 
(Column 12, lines 30-45) for determining authentication or a recordable medium for 
storing the data and information for data authorization (Column 12, lines 15-29); and 
transferring the data to at least one of the kiosks for download of the data to the 
consumer portable device (Column 14, lines 26-39). 

Regarding Claim 2, Jones discloses all the limitations of Claim 1. Jones 
discloses that the data is transferred for storage from the kiosk to the portable device 
and that after the storage decryption occurs in order to authenticate the protected files, 
which therefore necessarily include that the data is stored in an encrypted format in part 
on the information for data authorization (Column 12, lines 30-45). 

Regarding Claim 3, Jones discloses all the limitations of Claim 1. Jones 
discloses there is a communicative coupling between the digital content provider server 
and the kiosks (Column 11, lines 45-50). 

Regarding Claim 9, Jones discloses all the limitations of Claim 1 . Jones 
discloses that the consumer operates the kiosk to download a requested portion of the 
data to the portable device (Column 11, lines 45-61). 
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Regarding Claim 1 1 , Jones discloses all the limitations of Claim 9. Jones 
discloses the user selects the digital file and kiosk downloads the file or the outputting is 
in response to a signal from the receiving device (Column 11, lines 45-61). 

5. Claims 16-18, 20, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Katz et al (US 2002/01 07941 and hereafter referred to as "Katz"). 

Regarding Claim 16, Katz discloses a system for data distribution, the data 
stored at a authoring system with a mass storage device or a recordable medium 
(Figure 9, 241) comprising, local transfer stations or kiosks are configured to receive the 
data form the mass storage device and to output the data to a consumer's portable 
playback device (Figure 9, 212); a user or client computer system and library server or 
kiosk is makes a request and a service center or authoring system to process requests 
for the data from the kiosk (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069); the processing includes the 
mass storage device being hand delivered, mailed or held for pick up by the user 
including the scheduling the delivery of the data to a selected transfer stations (Pages 
9-10, paragraph 0069). The mass storage device or recordable medium storing the 
request data is physically transported to the selected kiosk by hand delivering or mailing 
the mass storage device (Figure 9, 241 , Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069). Katz discloses 
that media files may be delivered via physical transport (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069). 
It is necessarily included that the there are transport devices for physically transporting 
the device. 
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Regarding Claim 20, Katz disclose a method of distribution of data over a 
network (Figure 9, 240) comprising; the authoring system or service center (Figure 9, 
280) transports data from a service center to a kiosk or local transfer station (Figure 9, 
910), wherein the data or digital files are requested by a user having access to the 
network or client computer system (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069); storing the requested 
data at the kiosk (Figure 9, 460, 241); and transferring the data to a mobile device, 
wherein mobile device is configured to decrypt the data as it has a special version of a 
client browser that can have same user functions as the kiosk which authenticates the 
download process or the data stored on the device is encrypted and configured to 
decrypt the requested data (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069). 

Regarding Claim 22, Katz discloses a method of transferring data over a hybrid 
network (Figure 9, 280), the hybrid network including a plurality of networks each 
network configured for physical and electronic transfer of data comprising; hand 
delivering mailing or holding for pick up of mass storage media or data by the user from 
the first network (Figure 9, 280) to a second network (Figure 9, 910); storing the data at 
a kiosk or transported data to a local transfer station for distribution based on user 
request (Figure 9, 910) and transferring the data to a mobile device; wherein the data 
stored at the local transfer station is encrypted (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069) and 
mobile device is configured to decrypt the data as it has a special version of a client 
browser that can have same user functions as the kiosk which authenticates the 
download process (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069). Katz discloses that media files may 
be delivered via physical transport (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069). 
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Regarding Claim 17, Katz discloses all the limitations of Claim 16. Katz 
discloses that the kiosk outputs the data to the portable device (Figure 9, 221). 

Regarding Claim 18, Katz discloses all the limitations of Claim 16. Katz 
discloses that there is at least communications one link (Figure 9, 240) between the 
kiosk (Figure 9, 910) and the authoring system (Figure 9, 280) and the service center 
receives request from the kiosk from that link (Figure 9, 219, 240). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4-8, 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jones in view of Katz. 

Regarding Claim 4, 8 and 13, Jones discloses all the limitations of Claim 3, 1 and 
1 respectively. Jones discloses that digital content provider can provide the data to a 
kiosk (Column 4, lines 15-20, Figure 4, Column 11, lines 45-50). Jones is silent on the 
communicative coupling between the provider and kiosk is one of a network 
connection/electronic connection/communication lines, a wireless link, a terrestrial 
broadcast, a satellite broadcast or physical transport. Katz discloses the communicative 
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coupling is one of a network connection/electronic connection/communication lines 
(Figure 9, 240) or physical transport (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Jones to include the communicative coupling is one of a network 
connection/electronic connection/communication lines (Figure 9, 240) or physical 
transport (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069) as taught by Katz in order to ensure proper 
protection of file transfer (Page 1, paragraph 0005) as disclosed by Katz. 

Regarding Claim 5, Jones discloses all the limitations of Claim 1. Jones is silent 
on the transferring according to the request based on the kiosk. Katz discloses that the 
user requests the data and the authoring system provides the kiosk with the data 
according to the request (Page 9-10, paragraph 0069). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Jones to include user requests the data and the authoring system provides the kiosk 
with the data according to the request (Page 9-10, paragraph 0069) as taught by Katz in 
order to ensure proper protection of file transfer (Page 1 , paragraph 0005) as disclosed 
by Katz. 

Regarding Claim 6, Jones and Katz disclose all the limitations of Claim 5. Katz 
discloses an alternative embodiment of the system of a client system connecting directly 
to (Figure 2). Katz discloses that the alternative is to output data between a kiosk to the 
client instead of directly to the client (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069). Katz discloses that 
the data could be downloaded at the time of request; sometime after the request; or 
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multiple times after the purchase (Page 6, paragraph 0045); the time of request reads 
as a particular time that is specified. 

Regarding Claim 7, Jones discloses all the limitations of Claim 1 . Jones is silent 
on receiving a plurality of requests for delivery of data and scheduling the delivery to the 
kiosks. Katz discloses the user making a request for the delivery of data (Pages 9-10, 
paragraph 0069) and then the network schedules the delivery of the data to the kiosk at 
the time of the purchase or at a later time depending on whether the data is delivered 
for pick up at the kiosk (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Jones to include the user making a request for the delivery of data (Pages 9-10, 
paragraph 0069) and then the network schedules the delivery of the data to the kiosk at 
the time of the purchase or at a later time depending on whether the data is delivered 
for pick up at the kiosk (Pages 9-10, paragraph 0069) as taught by Katz in order to 
ensure proper protection of file transfer (Page 1 , paragraph 0005) as disclosed by Katz. 

8. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jones in 
view of Treyz et al (US 6,587,835 and hereafter referred to as Treyz"). 

Regarding Claim 1 0, Jones discloses all the limitations of Claim 9. Jones is 
silent on downloading data from the kiosk wirelessly. Treyz discloses a system, which 
allows kiosks to deliver content such as audio or video (Column 60, lines 57-67, Figure 
107). Treyz discloses a handheld computer, which allows wireless communications 
between a kiosk and the handheld computer for information on products and services or 
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the download for kiosk to the device is wireless (Column 60, lines 57-67, Column 63, 
lines 1-12, Column 13, lines 23-38, Column 1, lines 59-60, Column 10, lines 21-25, 
Column 12, lines 56-60). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Jones a handheld computer, 
which allows wireless communications between a kiosk, and the handheld computer 
(Column 60, lines 57-67, Column 63, lines 1-12, Column 13, lines 23-38) as taught by 
Treyz in order to improve communications while shopping (Column 1, lines 36-38) as 
disclosed by Treyz. 

9. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jones in 
view of Katz as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Kindell et al (US 
5,854,887 and hereafter referred to as "Kindell"). 

Regarding Claim 12, Jones and Katz disclose all the limitations of Claim 5. 
Jones discloses that kiosks are located inside retail outlets (Column 1 1 , lines 45-50). 
Katz discloses that the kiosk with a library server will hold data until arrival for pickup of 
any requested data. Jones and Katz are silent that if selection allows the user to select 
the particular kiosk with server. Kindell discloses a system with users at a viewing 
terminals located in a store or a kiosk located in a store (Figure 1, 10, 12, 14). Kindell 
discloses a system which allows users to select particular data from the server (Column 
5, lines 62-65, Figure 1, 26, 34, 40, Column 6, lines 32-35), that if the server for the 
viewing terminal does not have available data than the server searches for data at 
remote locations or servers for retrieval of requested data from the remote server or to 
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select a particular viewing terminal with server of requested data (Column 6, lines 45- 
62). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Jones in view of Katz to allow users to select 
particular data from the server at the kiosk or to select a particular kiosk (Column 5, 
lines 62-65, Figure 1 , 26, 34, 40, Column 6, lines 32-35, 45-62) as taught by Kindell in 
order to retrieve data quickly from a storage device without delays depending on a 
request (Column 1, lines 64-67, Column 2, lines 1-10) as disclosed by Kindell. 

10. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jones in 
view of Katz as applied to claim 1 3 above, and further in view of Treyz. 

Regarding Claim 14, Jones and Katz disclose all the limitations of Claim 13. 
Jones discloses that data is transmitted to retail outlet with kiosks (Column 1 1 , lines 45- 
5) and the data includes movies (Column 8, lines 18-25). Jones and Katz are silent on 
the retail outlets with kiosks located at commuter transit stations. Treyz discloses a 
system, which allows kiosks to deliver content such as audio or video (Column 60, lines 
57-67, Figure 107). Treyz discloses a kiosk can be accessed in airports or public 
places or transit stations (Column 62, lines 62-65). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Jones in view of Katz to include that a kiosk can be located in airports (Column 62, lines 
62-65as taught by Treyz in order to improve communications while shopping (Column 1 , 
lines 36-38) as disclosed by Treyz. 
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1 1 . Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen 
(US 5,909,638) in view of Jones. 

Regarding Claim 15, Allen discloses a method of accessing data for download to 
a customer (Figure 1, Column 8, lines 1-15), providing a plurality of service centers to 
process requested data from the consumer on a network (Column 7, lines 53-67, 
Column 8, lines 1-15); providing a plurality of retail outlets with kiosks within a 
geographic area to process the requested data (Column 8, lines 1-15); providing the 
retail outlets with kiosks within a geographic area and accessible by this network 
(Column 1 1 , lines 43-5), the outlets configured to download the data to a storage to a 
storage for the consumer (Column 8, lines 1-15). Allen is silent on the viewer going to a 
kiosk with his receiving device to download data and the kiosk has a link to connect to 
the receiving device for the downloading. Jones discloses that the user or viewer can 
go to a kiosk at the retail outlet or outlets with his receiving device (Figure 4, 66) to 
download data and the outlets with kiosks are configured with links to link with the 
receiving device in order to select and download the requested data over the USB link 
(Figure 4, Column 1 1 , lines 45-61). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Allen to include the 
user can go to a kiosk at the retail outlet or outlets with his receiving device (Figure 4, 
66) to download data and the outlets with kiosks are configured with links to link with the 
receiving device in order to select and download the requested data over the USB link 
(Figure 4, Column 1 1 , lines 45-61) as taught by Jones in order to transfer digital content 
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files to ensure proper protection and prevent unauthorized duplication of the files 
(Column 1, lines 8-15) as disclosed by Jones. 

12. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Katz in 
view of Dulac et al (US 6,442,599 and hereafter referred to as "Dulac"). 

Regarding Claim 19, Katz discloses all the limitations of Claim 18. Katz is silent 
on another service center servicing the kiosks and the communications links between 
the two service centers. Dulac discloses a system, which allows user systems in large 
geographic area to order movies from a data processing system or service center 
(Column 3, lines 35-43). Dulac discloses that another processing systems can service 
the user systems (Figure 2, 54, Column 4, lines 15-16) and a communications network 
between the two processing systems (Figure 2, 56, 52). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Katz to include the another processing systems can service the user systems (Figure 2, 
54) and a communications network between the two processing systems (Figure 2, 56, 
52) as taught by Dulac in order to have improved systems and their performance for 
transferring data or video without incurring costs (Column 1, lines 16-21, Column 2, 
lines 39-47) as disclosed by Dulac. 

13. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Katz in 
view of Jones. 
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Regarding Claim 21 , Katz discloses all the limitations of Claim 20. Katz is silent 
on personalized encrypted data. Jones discloses that the digital content provider 
encrypts all data and each portable device has to decrypt the data based on device 
identity and trust level or that the encrypted data is personalized for each user (Column 
12, lines 30-47, Figure 8a, 122). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Katz to include the 
digital content provider encrypts all data and each portable device has to decrypt the 
data based on device identity and trust level or that the encrypted data is personalized 
for each user (Column 12, lines 30-47, Figure 8a, 122) as taught by Jones in order to 
transfer digital content files to ensure proper protection and prevent unauthorized 
duplication of the files (Column 1, lines 8-15) as disclosed by Jones. 



Conclusion 



14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Doerr et al (US 5,949,41 1 and hereafter referred to as "Doerr"). 

Doerr discloses a system for previewing movies, videos and music at a kiosk 
(Figure 1, Figure 2, 13, Figure 3, 13). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farzana E. Hossain whose telephone number is 571- 
272-5943. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 8:00 am to 
4:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Grant can be reached on 571-272-7294. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

FEH 

February 8, 2006 
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